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Dear Applicant: ;

We have considered your application tori réq%gnltion of exemption from -
federal incoma tax as an organization described in sections 501(c)(3) and 501 (¢)(4)
of the Intemal Revenue Code. P :

You Weqe incorporated as a not-for-profsﬂ d:oébor'ation on
under the laws of {NEEEEE—E. Your purgoses, as stated in your amended
articles of incorporation, are exclusively eharital;:le,#eligio«.’;s, educational, and
scientific. Your specific purpose, as stated in your.articles, is to promote b aseball
for youths eighteen years of age and younger. | |

. \ [

s

' Your application states that you will fulfill these purposes primarily by;
making grants.and scholarships available to yo'pmg' athletes. In subsequent{
corresponderice you stated that you were not awarding scholarships, While you
have made certain statements as to the percentagd of time spent on various
baseball related activities, you have not provided! any.substantiation of these
figures. You have submitted no evidence to indiicate that you sponsor, coach, or
manage any baseball teams or leagues, or that you maintain a basebalt complex.

You have not explained who carries out these activities, where they are performed,

or when they dre perfarmed. Your financial sta,fep\'ents and proposed budqets do
not include any expenditures for these activitied. | : 5

Your iarticles and your bylaws provide fo:l‘ﬁwo classes of membershig,
executive and general., Exscutive membership Js! for life and is limited to thirteen

persans. Executive members select your directors] Directors-have litetime terms,
although they may be removed by a majority vote: of the exacutive membership.,
Officers are;elected by the directors, and may be eithier executive or general

members. Asiof JusilNNND, your executive members and board of directors

included ¢INTER
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your board and paymant of $’ annual dues. It i'zs:E ot clear whether you h%va any

]
i
!
!
|
|

general membeérs, as yQu have reported no mcorp from membership dues.'

]
'

You filed your application for exemption, |Fofm 1023, on
On page five of your application you requested| that we consider your appliation
for section 80%{c)(3) status as of - You requested that we
consider recognition of section 501 (c) (4) statusifor:the period prior to

You-also requested classification as a pubiicly supported organization

under section 509(a)(2). P !

Financial information submitted with yourf éppliwtion indicates that yq'ur sole
source of incorne will be the operation of bingq.da;pes. You have stated that “all
bingo games are administered solely with voluqt;ée’qed help." With your apdllcmion,
you included a fist of’ rganizations or fundsite which you made contributions in
1993. Only @ of theéappear to be organizlétioyhs described in section |
501(c)(3) of:the Code. - You have provided no e lo:!e:nee to demonstrate thatyou in
- any way controlled the; use of funds donated to non-501(c)(3) organizations| or that

you veriﬁed_zmét funds were used only for exerqp;t purposes.

In QT the Ingl ] vestigated your
‘operations, terminated|your bingo license, and imposed fines and penalties; On

, the 5§ pheld the decision of the
(with one exception 'J)ot here relgvant). In m
affirmed the decision of the Superior

Court In all respects. The Superiar Court's ﬁndfn;gg included the facts outiined
below. P .

i
1

P ' !
There are Sfor-profit companies loclpt‘ed at your address. Each ,'of

these companies is owned by one of your officers or members. These conipanies

, Y In @I and -yoq_
provided space and utjlities to these companies atno charge. You paid |
substarttial surhs of meney ta each, totaling s”m nd SO in
o . N

you purchased the pt'-o‘p‘: known as

On‘

| SR
P and the inventory of '

for|;
financed by:a promissory note. The purchase agreement included the asstmption
of certain liabilities to , for the invéntory of “lthe
assumption! of obligations of the seller to - and assumption of a

mortgage obligation of JSENEEE On oo, all interest in the pel'rsonal

This transaction was
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property, eduipment, and inventory of, - (subject to the fexisting

obligations to MENNEGNGNGEGN was transferred b; you to SN The officers of
are also your officers. You also loaned b on
SOEP of Which has Been repaid. P y,
Each; of the @il companies named above issued checks to your bingo
workers, and most of the bingo workers were ald' by several companies |
simuftaneously or successively. Your.bingo workers picked up their paychecks

from you orice-each week, regardless of which icompany issued the check. | The
Superior Caurt found, and the Appeals Court affifmisd, that you were not an

organization qualified to conduct bingo games p ause of impermissible private
inurement to your members and officers, that you paid compensation to bingo
workers in violation of state law, that your net pg'qéeds were not used for lawful
purposes, and that you violated other portions o the Indiana statutes regarc?iing
gaming activities. : 1 *

t
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]

H
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Section 501(c)(3) of the Intemal Revenue Code describes, in relevanti part,
corporations organized and operated exclusively for charitable and educatidnal
purposes, no part of the net earnings of which inUres to the benefit of any private
shareholder. orindividual. P - :

1
]

Section 1.501(c(3)-1(c)(1) of the Income| Tax Regulations provides that an

organizatiori will be regarded as "operated exclpq'iy;ery" for one or more exempt
purposes only:if it engages primarily In activities. which accomplish exempt
purposes specified in section 501(c)(3). An organization will not be so regarded if
mora than an insubstantial part of its activities is hal in furtherance of an exémpt
purpose. T ' Pid !
Section 1.501(c)(3)-1(c)(2) of the regulati!nq’rs?provides an organization is not
operated exclusively for exempt purposes if its net eamings inure in whole c}r in-
part to the beriefit of private sharcholders or Individuals. The words “privatg
shareholder: or individual* are defined in Section.1.501(a)-1(c) of the regulations,
which provides that these words refer to persorl'wsi Having a personal and private ‘
interest in the activities: of the organization. [ !
Section 1.501(c)(3)-1(d)(1)(ii) of the regulations provides that an orgahization
is not orgaq'izajd or operated exclusively for one qr;}nore axempt purposes 4m|ess it
serves a public rather than a private interest. This! to meet the requirement of this
subdivision, it is necessary for an organization to establish that it is not organized

or operated; for the benefit of private interests sf"i las designated individual;s, the
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creator or his family, shareholders of the organizéti,bn, or persons controllec'{,
directly or irhdiﬁectly. by such private interests, | | ' .

|
|
|
|

: Section 1.501(c)(3)-1(e)(1) of the regulations| provides that an organization
may meet the requirements of section 501(c)(3) 'abﬂ"»ough it operates a trade or
business as a substantial part of fts activities, it the/operation of such trade lor
business is iin furtherance of the organization’s le empt purpose or purposeg and if
the organization s not organized or operated forlthe primary purpose of cafrying
on an unrelated trade or business as defined in dection 513. In determining the
existence or nonexistence of such primary purpose, all the circumstances must be
considered, including the size and extent of the trade or business and the sf'ize and

- extent of the agtivities which are in furtherance ,ofl one or more exempt purposes.
An organization which,is organized ana operated for the primary purpose o

carrying on;an unrelated trade or business is n;ot exempt under section 501(c)(3)

Section:513(f) of the Code provides thatithejterm "unrelated trade orj'
business* does not inlude any trade or busing which consists of conducting
bingo games. Bingo games are those games j which the wagers are placed, the
winners are 'détermined, and the distribution of{ rizes or other property is made in
the presence &f all persons placing wagers in suych game. The conduct of such
games cannot be an activity ordinarily carried out on.a commercial basis, and the
conduct of the games:may not violate any Stais or local law. House Report No.
95-1608 2nd Session, 1978-2 C.B. 395 (397) stl'atleéj; in pertinent part:

The Committee;does not intend that the| carrying on of bingo games|
should be treated as an exempt function af-a . . . tax exempt
organization except to the extent it would bé considered as an
exemptifunction under present law. Also,| the committee does not
interid {o revise: the rules of present law which indicate that i
conducting bingo is a primary activity of anlorganization, the

organization may not qualify for tax exer‘n?ﬁ:on.
. ‘ i ' o
Rev.. Rul. 84-182, 1884-1 C.B. 188 provides that a commercial organizati,on;

- will satisfy the;pn'mar)f purposes test of sec:tionlI 5’{.: T(€)(3)-1(e) of the reguiaﬁons
and be entitled to exemption from federal income faxation as an organization
organized and operated exclusively for charitabla. purposes whera it is shown to'be

carrying on a'charitabfle program commensuratd in scope withits resources.

In Rev.:Rul. 6735, 1967-1 C.B. 123, the Sérvics held that a foundation

controlled by the creator’s family was operated -tp-!enable the creator and his family B

to engage in financial: activities that were beneficial to them, but detrimental to the
foundation, This resulted in the foundation’s ownership of non-income pro:ducing

;
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assets which prevented its camrying on a

scope with its financial resources. The ruling concluded that the foundation was

- Operated for a:substantial non-exempt purpose;and served the private interests of
its creator and'his family and therefore was not:entitled to exemption under lsaction

501(c)(3) ofithe Code. . 1 | ;

Rev. Rul. 68-489, 1968-2 C.B. 210, describeg an organization that distributes
funds to nonexempt organizations. The exempt organization ensured use of the
funds for section 501(c)(3) purposes by limiting distributions to specific projects
that are in furtherance of its own exempt purposés.: It retains control and |
discretion as to the usé of the funds and maintainsirecords establishing tha{ the
funds were Used for séction 501(c)(3) purposes. ]1;‘*13 Service concludes that the
organization's exemption under section 501(c)(3)! of the Code will nat be In |
jeopardy even though it distributes funds to nonexempt organizations, provided it
retains control:and discretion over use of the fulndsl for section 501(c)(3) purposes.

ines .C.. Inc. v. United St {326 -
U.8. 279, thie Supreme Court held that the pre ence of a single non-exempt
purpose, it sutistantial in nature, will destroy a tfl@m for exemption regardiess of
the number:or importarice of truly exempt purposes. !

Harding. Hospital. Inc. v. United States, doé F2d 1068 (1974) holds that an
organizatior) séeking a ruling as to recognition of its tax exempt status has the
burden of proving that:it satisfies the reqdreme.niisfpf the particular exemption
statute. Whethier an organization has satisfied rh‘e;;.pp,erational testisa quesftion of
fact. ' by : b

In est of Hawaii v, Commissioner, 71 T.G. 1067 (1979), atPd without oginion,
847 F.2d 170 (9th Cir. 1981), the Tax Court concjuded that an organization created
to disseminate educational programs, the rights.to. which were owned by fo-profit
corporations, furthered the commercial, pﬁvatelpfugposes of the for-profit entities
and did not qualify foriexemption under section ;5;01 (c)(3) of the Code. Th
organization uged the franchisor's methods, emplioyees, and materials and paid
royalties for! the right to use the franchisor's programs. The organization argued
that because the for-profit corporations were unielated and the royalties were
reasonable ‘compensation for the use of the r?qra_,,h'ns. no private benefit existed.
The court rejected this] argument: -t : | N

'
[N

i
i

To a¢cede to petitioner’s claim that it has hd connection with i
Intsrational [the-franchisor] is to ignoreireaiity. While it may be true
that they are not formally controlled by the same individuals, :
Intemmational exerts considerable control lover petitionar's activities. ..
[Fletitioner's anly function is to present §o]ﬁe public for a fee ideas

]

i
P
S O
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that gre owned by Intemational with matéri'pl_éfs and trainers that are
supplied and controlled by EST, Ine. .. Moreover, we note that
petitiongr's nghts vis-a-vis [the for-profit 'dt‘rqes] are dependent on
the existence of its tax-exempt status - an element that indicates the
possibility of, if not likelihood, that the for-profit corporations were
trading on such status. ... A

. Nor can we agree with petitioner thét the critical inquiry is
- whether the payments made to International. were reasonable or
excessive. Regardless of whether the payments made by petitioner
to International were excessive, [footnote] dmitted] International and
EST, inc. benefitted substantially from th,e operation of petitioner. ...
, L ; ;

71 T.C. at 1080-81.

M H
]
-

i r ical idation v. i TCM
1989-36, the Tax Court considered the qualification for exemption under section
501(c)(3) of the Code of a non-profit corporatiof that conducted continuing b
medical educational tours, The petitioner shared, offices with a for-profit travel
agency which was controlied by the petitioner" Rrincipal officer. Although the
Foundation had two of three directors with no pparent connection to the travel
agency, the owner of ﬂ;\e travel agency had coqt'r'ptgof- the dally operations of the
Foundation. The Foundation used this travel age:ngy. exclusgively for all trave)
arrangements. The Court found that a sub ial purpose of the petitioner I'Was
benefitting the for-profit travel agency. It ¢:on¢:.lt:ldJ d that "when a for-profit ;
organization benefits substartially from the manner|in which the activities ofja
related organization are carried on, the latter arganization is hot operated |
exclusively for exempt purposes within the meaning of section 501(c)(3), ev
furthers other éxempt purposes.” ,’ P _

Inifit

I Help the Chiléren . 28 T.C. 1128 (1857), the courtiheld -
that an organization engaged in fundraising \ e?s through the operation of
bingo games, whose gctual charitable functiond ¢onsisted of contributions b

charitable instittions of insubstantial amounts when compared to its-gross receipts

from the operation of the bingo games, does n,ot} qualify for exemption undefr ,
section 501(¢)(3) of the Code. Seq giso, Inev. issi 82 T.C. 103
(1984) and. P.LiL, Scholarship Fynd v cr, 82 T.C. 196 (1984). |

“In Churg ik, Inc. v. 765 F.;Qef!,'1'387, the Court of Appeals for
the gth Circuit considered the qualification for exemiption under section 501(c)(3) of

an organization closely related 10 a for-profit corgoration. In that case, an ;
advertising agency owned by the individuals wflaq controlled the church prqyided

2o
!
v
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the printing and mailing services for the Church’s| rriass mailings. Tha Couri

[l

concluded thatithe Church was operated for the $ubstantial non-exempt ptjfose

of providing; a market for the advertising_ a_gencf(’s#eMc&s. The majority ofthe
nce

Church's indome was pai jehcy, and the available evi
ir edithe primary market for the| .
: rther stated that "the critical inquiry is
! ,‘ al paymentts to 4 refated for-profit corporation are
reasonable or excessive, but instead whether theentire enterprise is carried,’ on in

such a manner that the for-profit organization benefits substantially from the
operation of the Church.* : Pl

: The conduct of bingo games and similar,lalnt'i,‘vities on a regular basis E‘ls not,
in itself, an activity that:furthers exempt purposes| under section 501(c)(3) ofiithe
Code. An organization may, however, be éxempt under section 501(c) (3) where its

sole sourceiof Support:is from gaming activities, if it accomplishes exclusively

charitable purposes by raising funds through such gaming and contributing! funds
derived thersfrom to support charitable organizations. This form of indirect Support
of charity is'itself a charitable activity justifying éxemption under section 501(c)(3) if

It is commensyrats in scope with the organizatipq’s_l resources. See Rev. Hulh. 64~

182. , b

According to the information submitted with your application, your gross
receipts in @il were SGEINW. Payments to athef organizations were -at most

W Or approximately @i« of your gross receipts. Furthermore, you i
distributed funds to organizations that-are not elxx?rrjpt under section 501(c) @®) of
the Code and you failed to exercise expenditure responsibility over these funds.

See Rev. Rul. 63-489. As in the casa of the;Children v. Comm.,, you have not

demonstrated that you; carry on a substantial d]la:rit?ble program commensdrate

with your financial resources. . Pl : ‘

Co - [ i
Furthermore, it is apparent that you havdl q ?‘Jbstanﬁal non-exempt p{:rposs
of benefitting for-profit companies owned by persens associated with you, You
have made suBstantial; payments to these comparies. These payments seryed no
exempt purpoge. Rather, most of them were used-to compensate bingo workers
in violation of State law. Furthermore, you proqideg these companies with §pace .
‘&t no cost to them for rent, utilities, or maintenance, As in the cases of est of
Hawaii, Intemational Postaraduate Medicat Found and Church by Mail; these
for-profit companies benefitted substarttially frofmiiyour activities. This is | ‘
impermissile private benefit, and to the degree these comparies are controlled by
your officers or executive members, inurement as well. .
Pl :‘
1

+ M :
B
‘
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Based on the extent of your gaming activul,es and the income from them,

and your lack of a substantial charitable program, we have concluded that you
engaged in gaming activities primarily for the purpase of furtherisg the private

business interests of your executive members anld directors.

. Status as a Publicly Supported Organizaﬁ_o;n.'?

, : o .
Sectlon 608(a) of the Code provides that: the|term "private foundation®
means an organization described in section 501(¢)(3) other than certain ;
organizations described in section 509(a)(1), (2), 3'(3), or (4). ‘ ;
: A o !
Section 509(a)(2) of the Code states, in ;pa"rt‘.; that an organization willinot be
considered to be a privaté foundation if it normally:receives more than one-third of
its support f,rom,'amon;g other things, gross reol'e‘p,tj's from performance of services
related to its exempt function, and less than one-third of its support from |
investment income and unrelated business income; - :
Voo i
Section 513(a)(1) of the-Code excludes fromithe definition of unrelated
business income income from a business in wifich.substantially all the worK|in
‘carrying on:such frade; or business is performed for the organization without
compensation, : . i 5

[ l- “ .
1
)

b ‘

As noted above; section 513(f) of the Codé excludes income from bid go
games from the definition of unrelated business ihdome If certain requirements are
met. The conduct of such games cannot be an activity ordinarily carried out on a
commercial: basis, and the conduct of the games may not violate any State jor local
law. : : ' e !

Section 1.513-5(d) of the regulations mtﬂl:j specifically defines bingo f.:us a
game of chance played with cards that are gerieral printed with five rows of five
squares each. Participants place markers over| raridomly called numbers on the
cards in an:attempt to form a preselected patte) i such as a horizontal, vertical, or
diagonal line, or all four comers. The first pam‘icip, to form the preselected

pattern wins tha game, |

In Juliug M. Israef 'n 2113 v. issioner, 70 TCM
673, the Tax Court held that the sale of "instant Hingo* tickets resulted in unrelated
business incore. These tickets were preprinted with bingo card patterns and then

covered with pulltabs. Individuals purchased the tickets, pulled back the skaled

 tabs on theifrant of thé card, and then compared the pattemns unger the tabs with.
the winningj pattemns printed on the back of the| dard. - The court concluded fthat

this game was:not "bingo" as that term is defined in section 513(f) of the C?de and
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that income;fnim the sale of instant bingo tncketsgwas taxable. This'decisiorL was
upheld by t!pe United States Court of Appeals frf')r;ﬂq'e Fifth Circuit in Julius M Israel
lL.odge of B'nai:B'ri 2113 v. Commissioney, 98 F.3d 190.

Your sole sources of income were from i;")iﬁvg_o and the sale of pull-tab"s. The
income from your bingo games does not fall withinithe exception of section!513(f)
because your bingo games were not conducted.in_compliance with State lajy.
8Such income is therefore unrelated business ineo;m'e -

Your jpull tab sales are not bingo games qu'itﬁin the meaning of the ng:de
and regulations cited dbove, See Jufius M, Israel { B'naj B 1

issiorier. Income from those sales could! be excluded from unrelated;
business income only if substantially all the wor,'kiiq selling the pull-tabs was
performed for you without compensation. Since. your employees wera in fact
compensated, the income from pult-tab sales ic;?ﬁlkefwi‘se unrelated business{
income. _ ‘ ! . . ;
‘ , b i

Since your sole source of income was income from an unrelated trade or
business, you would be classified as a private T#nfdaﬁon if you qualified for
exemption under section 501(c) (3) of the Code, | : v g

]
)
1

. . i
Hl.  Exempt Status under Section 501 (c)(4) of the Code

Section 501(c)(4) of the Code describes, ih-Helevant part, civic leagues or
organizations not organized for profit but opera‘te:d: exclusively for the prometion of
social welfare. : ' P ~ '

Section.1.501(c](4)-1(a)(1) of the regulations; provides that an organization -
may be exempt as an organizaticn described i section 501(c)(4) if it is not|
organized or operated!for profit and it is operated exclusively for the promotion of
social welfare. . R ,

1
1]

Section 1.501(c)(4)-1(2)(2) of the regulatiohsi provides, in relevant pas, that
an organization is operated exclusively for the :prpq)otion of social welfare iffit is
primarily engaged in promating in some way the|common good and general

welfare of the people of the community. An organization embraged within this
section is ohe which is oparated primarily for the| purpose of bringing about civic

betterments arid sacial improvements. An organjzation is not operated primarily
for the promotjon of social welfare if its primary activity carrying on a businass with

|

the general public in a manner similar to oran‘izétipns which are operated for
profit. : P :

'
'
1
.
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Fourth Circuit Court of ‘Appeals held that an orga ization providing housing ion a
 Gooperative lbasis did not exclusively promote ial welfare as defined in séction
5?‘1 ('c) (4) because it benefited a private group qf-"nfcplividuals, not the commulnity as
whole. : _ i1 !

In Comnhissionst v, Lal ne., 306 F.éd 814 (4th Cir. 1989), ﬂ-{:

In Co dperative Restoration Corp. v. d States
F.2d 684 (2d Cir. 1973), cert_denied, 419 U.S, $27.1685,687 (1974), the Couirt of
Appeals held that an organization assisting member plumbers in their profession
by repairingithe cuts they made in city streets Was ot exempt under sectio
501(c)(4). The:court concluded that the organization was not primarily devated to
the common good becausa it provided substantial benefits to its private members

that were different than those benefits provided itc t‘fye public. The grounds for this

holding weré 1j the plumbers’ apparent business| interest in forming the
organization, 2) the mutual aid purpose of the organization indicated in its hylaws,
3) the substantial member benefits evidenced ecalise the organization provided
members better seMc?s at cheaper prices than would have besn eventually ‘
charged by the city whole providing no serviwq‘ 10.nonmembers, and 4 th
receipt by members of economic benefits precisély|to the extent they used and
paid for the organization's servicés. S : !

t I

Rev. Rul. 86-8,:1986-2 C.B, 74, holds thiaf an individual practice assdciation

that provides Hiealth services through written agreements with health maintshance
organizatioris does not qualify for exemption from tax as a social welfare |
organization under section 501(c)(4) of the Code} The main functions of M are to
provide an available pdol of physicians who will abide by its fee schedule when
rendering medical services to the subscribers of an HMO, and to provide itg
members with access to a large group of patients, the HMO subscribers, who
generally may not be referred to nonmember-pWSiplans. M negotiates contracts
on behalf of its: members with various HMOs, adrinisters the claims received from
its members, and pays them according to its r imbursement agreement. These

facts indicate that M is: akin to a billing and collection service, and a collectiv
bargaining representative negotiating on behalfiof its member-physicians with »
HMOs. In addition, M idoes not provide to HMO- patients access to medical cars -
which would not have been avallable but for the-establishment of M, nor dogs it
provide such care at fees below what is customarily and reasonable charged by
members iny their private practices. Thus, M o jerates in a manner similar to
organizations carried on for profit, and its primary Beneficiaries are its !
member-physicians rather than the community as d whole.

The court cases and revenue rulings dte{dlia;li':ove demonstrate that n'{ere
organization on a non-profit basis is insufficient t? establish exemption undqr,
i !

: t
: i
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section 501 (c) (4) of the Code. An organizaﬁon:fsgeq;idng such status must |

demonstrate that it is primarily engaged in acti jitles promoting social welfarb rather
than benefitting a limited number of persons in|their individual capacifies. Since
you are engaged primarily in the conduct of bingo games, an activity which| does
not itseif prombte social welfare, you do not méet the requirements of section
501(c)(4) and the regulations thereiunder. Furthelmore, the primary beneficjaries of
your activities are your. members and. the variots| b,'usinesses they control rather
than the commiunity as a whole, In this respect, yau are similar to the organization
described in Rev. Rul. 86-98. P

Accordingly, based on all the facts and éiécujmstances, we conclude }hat
you do not qualify for recognition of exemption§unqeq section 501(c)(3) or section
501(c)(4) ofithe Code. . Furthermore, even if you qualified for exemption under
section 501(c)(3), you would be classified as an{i ate foundation. Contributions to
you are not; deductible under section 170 and ogu}'are required to file federal
income tax retums. S !
- oo |
You have the right to protest this ruling if you believe that it is incorréct. To
- protest, you should submit-a statement of your| Views, with a full explanation of
-your reasoning. This staternent must be subm:ttéq within 30 days of the date of

this letter and must be signed by one of your gfficers. You also have a rigt?rt toa
conference in this office after your statement is submitted, if you want a i
conference, you must request it when you file your! protest statement. If you are to
be represented by someone who is not one of yfou;r officers, he/she must file a
proper power of attorriey and otherwise qualify qnqer our Conference and Tractice
|

Requirements. : P

If you do not protest this proposed rulinb in‘a timely manner, it will He
considered: by:the Intemal Revenue Service as/ai faliure to exhaust availabls
administrative remedies. Section 7428(b)(2) oi‘ qwe; Code provides, in part, that a

declaratory: judgement or decree under this 10n shall not be Issued in gny
proceeding urlless the Tax Court, the Claims ColR, or the District Court of the

United States for the District of Columbia determings that the organization invoived

has exhausted administrative remedies availallile: ‘to 1 within the Internal Relvenue
Service : Pl P

'
]
I

If wei do not hear from you within 30 daysl, tpis ruling will become ﬁn"al and
copies will be forwarded to your key District Dirgctor. Thereafter, any questions
about yourifederal income tax status should be addressed to that office. The
appropriate State officials will be notified of this -action in accordance with g'ectlon

6104(c) of the. Code. i

[
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You wdl exped|te our receipt of your repty) by using the following ad

the envelope

Internal Revenue Semce
CP:E:EQ:T:4, Room.

1111 Constntutnon Avenue, NwW
Washington, DC 202?4

N
u,;

'Slhéerely yours,

1
Gerald V. Sack

hoef Exempt Orgamzatlons
| Technml Branch 4

|
|
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